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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-5,10-12, and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hanson (US 7,072,057). 

Regarding claim 1, Hanson discloses an image device (fig. 2) 
comprising a processor (e.g. col. 6, lines 35-46) adapted to receive and recognize 
archive files from one or more sources and perform operations based on the archive file 
type, wherein each archive file comprises one or more print jobs (e.g. Col. 5 lines 15- 
50); a storage device (316) coupled to the processor (116) and adapted to store archive 
files and print jobs (Col. 5 lines 15-50); and where in the processor is coupled to one of 
an integral translator or an external translator that is adapted to translate each print job 
of the archived files into a print-ready format that are not in a print ready format (figs. 1- 
3 and Col. 5, line 12 thru col. 6, line 13) . 

Regarding daim 2, Hanson discloses an imaging device (fig. 2) , wherein the one of 
more sources comprises one of a managing printer , computer and a processor (reads 
on figs. 1a and 2, which depicts how a computer which could act as a manager can 
send or transmit information). 
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Regarding claim 3, Hanson discloses an imaging device wherein the print-ready 
format is one of Printer Control Language, Postscript , and graphical language (Col. 6, 
lines 51-65). 

Regarding claim 4, Hanson discloses wherein the storage is a non-volatile (see figs. 
1a and 3, the library storage or database is really well known to be non-volatile). 

Regarding claim 5, Hanson discloses wherein the operations which the processor is 
adapted to perform based on the archive file type include one or more of storing the 
print jobs of the archive files into appropriate directories (see col. 8, lines 17-59). 

Regarding claims 10-12 and 16-18, the limitations of claims 10-12 and 16-18 are 
covered by the limitations of claims 1-5 above. 

Regarding claim 15, Hansen discloses the method comprising transferring the 
archive file to the one or more imaging devices (see fig. 4). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 9,13-14,19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hansen (US 7072057) , as applied to claims 1,10, and/or 16, in further view of 
Mastie et al (US 6145031). 

Regarding claim 9, Hansen does not disclose the imaging device further 
comprising an administrative program coupled to the processor and adapted to perform 
print job management. 

Mastie et al. discloses the imaging device (12a) further comprising an 
administrative program coupled to the processor and adapted to perform print job 
management (Col 3 lines 57-63). 

Hansen and Mastie et al. are combinable because they both in corporate an 
image processing device. 

It would have been obvious at the time of invention for one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine Hansen with Mastie et al. 

The reason for doing so would have been to have the imaging device (12a) 
further comprising an administrative program coupled to the processor and adapted to 
perform print job management as taught by Mastie et al. in Col 3 lines 57-63. 

Therefor it would have been obvious to combine Hansen with Mastie et al. in 
order to obtain the invention disclosed in claim 9. 

Mastie et al. discloses the method wherein performing one or more user 
identified operations comprises one or more of: transmitting one or more of the print 
jobs to user identified addresses ( Col 5 lines 6-14); transferring one or more print jobs 
to an appropriate directory (Col 6 lines 30-51); storing one or more of the print jobs for 
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subsequent processing (Col 3 lines 57- 67); printing on or more of the print jobs (Col 3 
lines 57- 67). 

Hansen and Mastie et al. are combinable because they both in corporate an 
image processing device. 

It would have been obvious at the time of invention for one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine Hansen with Mastie et al. 

The reason for doing so would have been to have the method wherein 
performing one or more user identified operations comprises one or more of: 
transmitting one or more of the print jobs to user identified addresses as taught by 
Mastie et al. Col 5 lines 6-14; transferring one or more print jobs to an appropriate 
directory as taught by Mastie et al. Col 6 lines 30-51 ; storing one or more of the print 
jobs for subsequent processing as taught by Mastie et al. Col 3 lines 57- 67; printing on 
or more of the print jobs as taught by Mastie et al. Col 3 lines 57- 67. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Brandkamp with Mastie et al. 
in order to obtain the invention disclosed in claims 13 and 19. 

Regarding claim 14, Hansen does not disclose the method wherein transferring 
one or more of the print jobs to an appropriate directory comprises transferring one or 
more of the print jobs to an appropriate directory based on one of a file name 
associated with the print job, a file type associated with the print job, an address 
associated with the print job, a personal identification number associated wit the print 
job, an identifier associated with the print job. 
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Mastie et al. discloses the method wherein transferring one or more of the print 
jobs to an appropriate directory comprises transferring one or more of the print jobs to 
an appropriate directory based on one of a file name associated with the print job, a file 
type associated with the print job, an address associated with the print job, a personal 
identification number associated wit the print job, an identifier associated with the print 
job (Col 5 lines 6-14). 

Hansen and Mastie et al. are combinable because they both in corporate an 
image processing device. 

It would have been obvious at the time of invention for one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine Hansen with Mastie et al. 

The reason for doing so would have been to have the method wherein 
transferring one or more of the print jobs to an appropriate directory comprises 
transferring one or more of the print jobs to an appropriate directory based on one of a 
file name associated with the print job, a file type associated with the print job, an 
address associated with the print job, a personal identification number associated wit 
the print job, an identifier associated with the print job as taught by Mastie et al. Col 5 
lines 6-14. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hansen 
(US 7072057) , as applied to claim 1 above, and in further view of Venkatraman et al. 
(US 5956487). 

Regarding claim 7 Hansen does not disclose the image device comprising 
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an embedded web server coupled to the processor/wherein the embedded web server 
is adapted to interface between the processor and one or more user identified 
addresses. 

Venkatraman et al. discloses the imaging device (10) comprising an embedded 
web server (14) coupled to the processor(200), wherein the embedded web server is 
adapted to interface between the processor and one or more user-identified addresses 
(Col 3 lines 5-7; Col 4 lines 17-27). 

Brandkamp and Venkatraman et al. are combinable because they both 
incorporate using an imaging device. 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for one skilled in the art to 
modify Brandkamp with Venkatraman et al. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to have the image device 
comprising an embedded web server coupled to the processor, wherein the embedded 
web server is adapted to interface between the processor and one or more user 
identified addresses as shown in Col 3 lines 5-7 and Col 4 lines 17-27. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Brandkamp with Venkatraman 
et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 7. 

6. Claims 6, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hansen (US 7,072,057) further in view of Collard et al. (US 5825988). 
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Regarding claim 6, Hansen does not disclose the imaging device comprising a 
control panel couples to the processor, where in the control panel is adapted to enable 
access and manipulation of the archive files and the associated print jobs. 

Collard et al discloses the imaging devise comprising a control panel couples to 
the processor, where in the control panel is adapted to enable access and manipulation 
of the archive files and the associated print jobs (Col 7 lines 6-18, lines 40-44). 

Hansen and Collard et al. are combinable because they both incorporate using 
an imaging device. 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Hansen with Collard et al. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to have the imaging devise 
comprising a control panel couples to the processor, where in the control panel is 
adapted to enable access and manipulation of the archive files and the associated print 
jobs as shown in Col 7 lines 6-18, lines 40-44. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hansen with Collard et al. to 
obtain the invention specified in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 8, Hansen does not disclose the image device wherein the 
storage device is adapted to store archive files and print jobs based on one or more of 
the archive file type, archive file name and an identifier associated with the archive file. 

Collard et al. discloses the image device wherein the storage device is adapted 
to store archive files and print jobs based on one or more of the archive file type, 
archive file name and an identifier associated with the archive file (Col 7 lines 45-51). 
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Hansen and Collard et al. are combinable because they both incorporate using 
an imaging device. 

It would have been obvious at the time of invention to modify Hansen with 
Collard et al. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to have an image device wherein 
the storage device is adapted to store archive files and print jobs based on one or more 
of the archive file type, archive file name and an identifier associated with the archive 
file as shown in Col 7 lines 45-51. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hansen with Collard et al. to 
obtain the invention specified in claim 8. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's arguments, see pre-brief appeal, pages 2-5, filed on 4/24/07, with 
respect to the rejection(s) of pending claim(s) under Brandkamp have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Hansen. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gabriel I Garcia whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7434. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs 7:30am-6pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ed Coles can be reached on 571-272-7402. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

GABRIEL GARCIA 
PRIMARY EXAMIffltR 



Gabriel I. Garcia ' 
Primary Examiner 
July 8, 2007 




